THE HYDEiRABAD LEGISLATIVE ASSE^IBLY 

Monday, I4ith September, 1953, 

The House met at Two of the Clock. 

[Mr. Speakek ix the Chair] 

Questions and Answers 

(See Part I) 

Motion for Adjoanment re : Epidemic of Cholera in 
the State of Hydarabad 

Mr. Speaker : I have recieved the notice of a Motion for 
Adjournment whicii reads thus : 

'* I hereby give notice of a motion under Rule No. 99 
of the Hyderabad Legislative Assembly Rules for adjourn* 
ment of the business of the Assembly for the purpose of dis- 
cussing a definite matter of urgent public importance. 

'Since April 1953, Hyderabad State is completely 
in the grip of cholera. This epidemic appeared in the 
month of April 1953 in the District Nalgonda and spread 
like a wild fire in all the Distrietaof the State one after another. 
Still it is playing havocs in the rural sides of the State 
specially on either side of the river Maner in Karinmagar 
district. Thousands of attacks and hundreds of deaths 
are taking place daily. The Government comes out with 
the monthly press notes that this epidemic is under 
control with false figures either under-estiutnafeing the danger 
to whitewash the serionsness of the situation 

The ordmary meastires so £ar taken are not only 
unsatisfactory and unhelpful but they are insufficient to 
meet out the State-wide situation. The igiires given hy the 
Government are completely gross and under-estimated- 
I can specially challenge the figures of the Kanmnagar 
district where more ihMk 1^000 deaths took piMie witSia 
one month. Marethaiia»c^e,weappr€^^ 
by telcgianjs aj»d W petsoa^ J^ 
appreciating our ftpj^onijht ^^iwscwao^ J^ 
pretext q^ anotiier. So^ il k j;^ JdAite^ c^iPW^Jiftfiffiiiii^ 

in 
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Cholera Epidemic in the 
State of Hyderabad. 

and urgent natitre to be discussed immediately in the 
Assembly, specially the break-up of ch€>lera in Sultanabad 
and Sircilla taluqs, Karimnagar district^ which is still 
continuing."* 

In the notice it has been stated that steps have been taken 
by Government, but they are quite unsatisfactory and un- 
helpful. It is also said that the outbreak of cholera has started 
since April 1953. Under our Rules, this matter could be raised 
by a special resolution. It has not been done, when, there 
was sufficient opportunity to do so. Moreover, the .wording 
of the Motion is rather vague ; it says : 'Thousands of attacks 
and hundreds of deaths,' etc. In view of these, I hold that 
the Adjournment Motion is not in order and I, therefore, can- 
not give my consent to it. 

1^ cij i./ ^, orj^ ijx>il - ,.. ^r' -ibf 1 ji^OiJ - ^J ^tfj4 
£^\^ (State wide Cholera ) W^b ^^^ ^ ^j^ ^^^ ^ >' j^ 

a5'UU^ iL^Ji^u J-i^M cJN*V'j^£. Jtj-«il./j*-» J^^'^*-^^';/' J^-c^cS:>* 

aT ij Oy^ bbU U^ *i*^ ,jUx4 ^^ i^\J ^ii^jj.^. ^jA 2-:^ Jf}u^\ JU feT 
. , -<^/' (Adopt) '^•'^' ^j3^ S--"^ yy J-X. c^l' d^jjT 

-*i»-^> j'j* (Out of order )j^^ ^T^ij* j^\ jj k^ u:r» - ^WC-^^^^iCi^ 

^ * 

* Shri y •!). Deshpande : Mr. Speaker, Sir, It has beci^i 
«ft4ted in the Adjournment Motion that in the Tailuks 4 
Sultanabad and Sircilla, cholera has broken *out iand is sM 
edntintii^ig. X personally know this and had, brought tMs U 
t|» notice of the concerned hon. Minister, nWe fyod ^ 
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the epidemic is still spreading- So, it is not only of recent 
recurrence, but is also still continuiixg in many parts of the 
State, especially in the taluks of Sircilla and Sultanabad. 
Regarding the urgency of the matter, it is obvious that prac- 
tically major motion of the State is affected by this epidemic, 
FurtlWr, the normal administrative methods* have failed to 
curb the spread of cholera. In this connection, we have 
given a report to tlie concerned Jlinister, and he has told us 
that the staff available are not in a position to brmg under 
control this epidemic that has broken out everywhere. 

Under tiic circumstances, .it is absolutely necessary that 
the House should discuss, such a matter which is affecting^ the 
life of not only hundreds of persons, but thousands of per- 
sons all over the State. Earlier when an Adjoin-nment Mo- 
tion regarding hailstorm was brought before the House, you; 
Sir, had permitted that matter to be discussed, and it* has 
had its own effect in giving relief to the affected people. As 
this matter affects the whole State, and particularly the Dis- 
trict of Karimnagar, and is of recent occurrence and great 
urgency, I feel that the Motion should be admitted and dis- 
cussed and the Minister concerned should satisfy the House 
that adequate measures have been already taken and, if neces- 
sary, special measures will be taken. 

Mr. Speaker : If the hon. ^lember wants that- this matter 
should be discussed, can he not bring it in the form of a resolu- 
tion? Of coiurse, adequate relief measures may be taken by the 
Government when an epidemic spreads, but it has been held by 
the various Legislatures in several cases that on such matters 
the Government have no controL • However in this regard 
this matter can l>e discussed by moving a resolution in this 
regard. Rule No, 101 (9) may however be refejrred to : 



• ♦ • • « 



. the motion must not deal with a matter on which a 
resolution can be moved"* * 

As ho\^ I hav^e already given my ruling in this regard . , . . 

Shri V. D. De^hpmtds : Am I to underistand that ycm wjSK 
be permitting a special resolution on this subject, b^^tme 
Uiwe is tibe i^uestion of ballotmg and so oxk. If yo|^^l^sssl^ 
tihat a resolutioii» with your kind pe^rmisaion^ oaiKjl» 
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of the Privileges Committee ' 
on the Bkujanga Reddy 
Case. 

Mr. Speaker : The hon. Slember is aware that no such 
assurance can be given. 

Shri V. D. Deshpande : This is not a question of part}- poli- 
tics. This is a problem which is affecting the lives of thousands 
of people and we want that we should seriously think of the 
problem. That is the intention. 

Comideratian of the Report of the Privileges Committee 
on Hhe Bhujanga Reddy Case.^ 

Mr. Speaker : Now we shall go on to the next item on the 
agenda. We shall take up the Bhujanga Reddy Case, because* 
the consideration of that report which was taken up yesterday 
was not concluded. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : ' Bhujanga Reddy Case ^ stands 
at item No* 3 in the agenda. 

Mr, Speaker : Anyhow we shall take that first. There 
ape two ajnaendments. Who will move the first amendment, 
Shri Muthiah or Shri Ch. Veiikatrama Rao 1 

Shri Ch. Venkatrama Rao : I will move my amendment. 
Sir, I bc^ *o nwve ; 

""^ In lifte 6 of paragraph 3 of page 1 of the Report, delete 
tlie wor6s begiimiBg fh>m "^'his statement" and ending with 
**ew«Shexamiiiation .^^ 

i8Sb*t €^0pal Rmp W^bete : Before the Speaker allows the 
Bmxsii^^kment, t hirve n few observations to make in connection 
with fli^ nBmmtg of the amendment itself. 

JSfK S^pidher : llie hon. Member roay refer to Rule 

MM ^Skipd Mm Wimte: Tlie mmrndi ai3(M^dment hm 
not been moved as yet. I will try to discuss both 
tUm dMiMtea^ \msmm w^ obfection, iiAmh n m the nature 
Itf -» ^Wli^i Ulmmf cii^ mfbim ^ both t^^pcs ctf ai^^sn^teie^te; 



Comlderntion of the Report \ith Sept., 1033. 7f 

of the Privileges Committee 
an the Bhujanga Reddy 
Case. 

That is the first amendment and the second amend- 
ment by is Shri K. Venkatrama Rao that. the Bhujanga 
lloddv case should be recommitted to the Privileges Com- 
mittee. I wish to invite your attention, Sir, to page 136 of 
May's Parliamentary Practice. 

Mr. Speaker : We shall consider only the first amend- 
ment. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekboie : It refers clearly to a question of 
fact: whether opportunity was sufficiently given to the com- 
plainant or not. As far as questions of facts are concerned 
' I wish to clearly state before the House that sufficient and 
ample opportunity was given to both of them. The Com- 
mittee is in possession of two notices which were issued to them. 

Mr. Speaker : This sort of discussion may take place 
only if the amendment is allow^ed. What is the preliminary 
objection? 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : My objection is that no amend- 
ment can be tabled to a motion presenting the report of the 
Privileges Committee, particularly with regard to a ques- 
tion of fact. I will go a step further and say that even a 
question of law decided by the Privileges Committee cannot 
be discussed by the House because the House does not sit as 
an appelate authority over the Privileges Committee* The 
House has got the right to inflict punishment, but it has 
either to agree with the report of the Committee or reject it 
in toto. There is no question of moving any ^amendment at 
all and for that purpose I shall invite ytmr attention to page 
188 of May's Parliamentary Praetiee, wherein the proc©dui?e 
whidh is normally followed in the House in cases wliare the 
Privileges Committee has suggested that no action is e«dled for 
is stated. 

*'A motion that the re^rt of a committee on a mMter 
of pri vil^fe be now taken mfeo consideration; or a ^bstgpprtake 
motion expressing the agte^xtuent m dlsagteemait ijf &^ 
House with the report wiff be ^tccorded the pricmty 
to a nmttaono? ^privilege ualess there lias li^ iffiM^^^df^i^y* 
in bringing it forward, A Member will not be hdA to Imve dc« 
kyed tmdWhf U he waits OT*iI tfee t^pfM ^% aai ^Slm liii|(iiita^ 
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of the evidence taken before, the committee have been print- 
ed and circulated. When a report has been appointed for 
consideration on a future day, it will be given priority as a 
matter of privilege on the day so appointed. 

Procedure on reports where no further action is requir- 
ed : If the committee reports that no breach of privilege of 
the House has been conmn'tted, no further proceedings are 
usually taken in refernce to the report. 

In two instances, however, where the Committee of 
Privileges reported that no breach of privileges of the House" 
had been committed, the House resolved that it agreed with 
the Committee in their report". 

Here two kinds of motions are contemplated, as soon 
as the report of the Committee comes before the House : the 
House agreed with it without any substantive motion being 
brought before the House and in the history of the House of 
Commons, there are only two instances where the House 
went into such a question and agreed that the report be tabled 
as a substantive motion. This is absolutely necessary even to 
table a substantive motion. Our rules require that either the 
Chairman of the Conjxmitee of Privileges or any Member in 
his absence could move a motion that the report should be 
taken into consideration. When the report is taken into consider- 
ation, the report is always admitted, accepted and agreed to and 
If the House is not inclined to agree, it can reject it complete- 
ly. But no substantive motiom can be brought before the 
House that a question of law or a question of fact mentioned 
in the report be amended. After referring to May's Parlia- 
mentary Practice I can now say confidently that there is not 
even a ^ijagle instance in the history of the House of Commons 
where an amendment was allowed with regard to a question of 
taw or fact pertaining the report of thePrivileges Committee. The 
<mly two instances where a substantive motiom to agree with the 
report was brought I have abeady placed before the House 
and even there the motion was agreed to. I therefore request 
ymi. Sir, to disallow this amendment* 
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of the Privileges Committee ' ' 

on the Bhujanga Reddy 
Case. 

"Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in rule SI 
m such form as may be considered appropriate by the Speaker » 

f «*.oU (r T n) ^^ S^jj *^> s-^ - j^ 4kjU L j^-U ji^l^i J^ ^, * 

( Inquiry ) cS^''^ ' i- u-jl Jj^ J,<^ 2_ ^^ju ^1 . ^^^ ^^^^ 
( Delete )'^^-»^ir^i«*i^j'«S. Ju^^trjl^ai^jf jl«^I^I^ 
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^-f « ui^ 2*j ( Statement of Fact ) ^r'^'^* ^^ -^-V^^ ^:- ^^jm) 

^- uy* ^^""^ -^ ^ --" '^ ^.^f ^^ ( Healthy convention } cr^y^j^^ 
J* iL->r vL^ i^' uy crjl c::f. ^''-^i il j43J ^' *^ ^y o^ "^^y^ v^ ^*>* 

J cr-^ ^^^"^ uy ^j^ il ^^^ Jy^ ^-j' ^^ ( Merits of the Case ) 
( Delete ) ^^ J^^r^' ^^ '^ *^^^' ej-*"^*^;-^ H ^j>'j ctj^ - ^V 

( Re-c6mmit ) ^^^S j ^cr/^tr' y ^j^ ^^^ 'W-j - -«^ l?^' ^ J £f-S^ 
uif^ <c2. ^A ^J-S' 'i-^ -i^l ^^ u^ ^ *^ b5CJd^ JL*I o^* <1-j^ il^^ 

rz^jT ( Repudiate )^^^}^^'^''^^^>^ ^^^^lu^ 

**Any menaber may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in Rule 225 
ia such form as may be considered appropriate by the Speak- 

^'45;i* ^; ^^p ^iuu!kJ i3jr <^^t - U^ t^ ( prescribe ) 

V^iivk JWU> J^ ^ (May*s Parliamentary practice) cr^-^ J 
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S^ £_ l^J^h- k ( Alter ) ^^" ^^j^ of Juu JuJL.! 

c^^ S '^X{ Lay down ) ^j^- A ^^^ ^"' - ^"' «-^v ^^-^-^^^ ^4i 

•^ il ( Old Testament ) ^^^ -i^jl ^^'^ ^j^o^j^ ^a jU^ 

^.U ^j^^ - ^ b^T ^^: ( New Testament ) ^^^^^jJ 

Cr^'^^:^^ if^j^o'^^j <---^ - ^i-^ *^^ ''i.:^-''^^ uUj li^ ^^^ «^ ,jw* if jju 

aTSS^^-u i^ ^ u*' - ^U U^' ( Delete ) ^^ ^^^ '^^ 

( Follow ) >^^ J^'^fT-^-y^ iSJ^jk ^^ ue - ^ V y^i-^c^j j^j' 

- it-^^^ g:^ ^jli j-> ay (^^5*^0*^?=::^^^^ j^* ^U>6' t:*»U ^ t;w ^ ^ Jj^ 

5^n Jfef , i^. Bajalingam : While agi'eemg with the hon. 
Chief Minister with regard to the deletion he referred I wo«ld 
like to draw your attention to Rule 226 of the Assembly Rules^ 
particularly^ the second part, which runs as follows ; 

** Provided* that an amendment may be moved that the 
^estion be recommitted to the Committee eitha? witi^m^ 
limitation ol with reference to any particular matftart'* * 
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Here, I would emphasize the three words ^* any particular 
matter *\ In the light of this the amendment, which is as 
follows should be studied. 

'*It is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the 
Committee on Privileges on "The Bhujanga Reddy's 
Case " be recommitted to the Committee for further 
investigation and to examine from the point of view 
of ' an indignity offered to all members in general.'* 

My contention is that when we have referred any matter 
to the Conmiittee on Privileges, w^e cannot dictate to them 
and ask them to view the matter from this or that parti- 
cular point of view, as such a thing would amount to dictating 
things. That is an improper way and if the matter is 
viewed in this light, the amendment which has been given 
notice of will not come within the purview and meaning of 
the words *any particular matter' used in the Rule, 

Mr. Speaker : The amendment has not yet been 
moved and so there can be no discussion on it. 

Shri M* S, Rajaiingam: I do not want to discuss 
further* I just wanted to bring this point to yom* notice 

as reference to it had already been made. • . 

Mr, Specter : The only thing is this : Rule 226 is quite 
clear, particularly the proviso... .*». 

**Pirovided that an amendment may be moved that the 
cjnestion be irecommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter.*' 

^i^ia k. u^j. 'b ^\^ (Recommit to the Committee )t:^ 

Bhri K. Ananth Ramarao : I beg to move : 

^ '' That it h the <^inion of the Assembly that^e Report of 
tiie Gommittee on Privileges on *The Bhujanga Reddy C^m" 
be reccraiMitted to the ConmiitAe^ im ^N^^T ^veiitijati^ 
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and to examine from the point of vievr of *'an indigiiifrv^offered 
to all members in general." 

Mr. Speaker : Does the hon. Member want to give the 
Committee particular directions that it must examine it from 
this or that point of view ? 

Does the hon. member desire to say : 

' Recommitted to the committee for further investigation.' 

Shri Ananth Eama Rao : 

" That it is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of 
the Committee on Privileges on * The Bhujanga Reddy Case ' 
be recommitted to the Committee for further investigation''. 

^^j') ^^ ( Move ) J>* cr^ *^' V J" v^ ^i^*^ ^ M - ^i^\ JL.^ 

"^Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I have got a preliminary objec- 
tion for the moving of this amendment. I submit that np 
permissiop. to move this g^mendment can be granted. I wish 
to invite your attention to rule 226. This Rule does not 
allow every kind of amendment. Rule 226 reads: 

'* Any member may give notice of an amendment to 
the motion for consideration of the report referred to in 
Rule 225 in such form as may be considered appropriate by 
the Speaker**: 

Any amendment that may be moved <^a therefore be 
to the motion for consideration of the report, which, havfn^ 
been moved by me, is now before the House for consider^tiont 
and amendment should be to that motion and cannot l^.tp 
|he report. Aiiy amendment can, if moved, relate miy to 
tiat substantive motion and not to tfcie x^^rtu 
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That is the importaat point which obvioxisly we are missing 
from the outset. There does not arise any question of bringing 
in an amendment to the report submitted by the Committee. 
If the hon. Member wants to move an amendment, obvious- 
ly it must relate to the motion for consideration of the report 
moved by me. Another objection which I wish to take is 
this: the proviso does not refer to all kinds of cases of breach of 
privilege. As it reads, the proviso says : 

" Provided that an amendment may be moved that 
the question be re-committed to the Comnnittee either 
without limitation or with reference to any particular matter/' 

If read cursorily, it reads as if every kind of breach 
of privilege or every report submitted by the Committee on 
Privileges could be recommitted to the Committee either with- 
out limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 
For argument's sake I may be allowed to treat this particular 
amendment as an amendment to the motion which I have 
moved for consideration of the report submitted by me. If 
we refer to page 148 of May's Parliamentary Practice, we find 
that the question of recommitting the report arises only with 
regard to such kinds of breach of privileges committed in view 
of any other Committee which is not a Privileges Committee 
or either in view of the House itself. I may draw your atten- 
tion. Sir, to the variety of breaches of pri\Tleges which occur 
in the House. A breach of privilege may occur either in 
view of the House when it is transacting a particular busi- 
ness or in view of a Committee which is constituted hy the 
House, 

In such cases, every committee constituted by the 
House or the House itself has the power to punish the offend- 
ers resptonsible for committing the breach of privi- 
lege. If it is committed in the view of this House, when the 
House is sittn^, the House can immediately take cognizance 
of it and pimish the offender here and now. But if the breach 
of privil^e has occurred in the view of the Committee, Le.f 
a Select Committee or any other Committee constituted by 
tiiis honourable House, for iustancJe, if a witness who is called 
to give evidence either behaves in a manner which constitutes 
a toeach of privilege or refuses to attend the Committe 
and give evidence — ^there may be several otlier cases which 
may involve breach of privilege- 
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such a Committee (the Select Committee) is authorised to 
submit a special report to the House with regard to these 
kinds of breaches of privileges. The question of recom- 
mittal arises onlj^ in such cases when a Select Committee, 
which is not a Committee on Privileges, submits a special re- 
port to the House for taking the breach of privilege into con- 
sideration, but not in respect of cases which are referred to the 
Committee oh privileges . It is natural that a Select 
committee in whose view the breach of privilege has 
occurred, may have no time to go into questions of facts or 
questions of law, because that committee is not constituted for 
the purpose of considering breaches of privilege, though 
breach of privilege can occur before such Committee* So, 
the Committee makes a special report to the House and then 
the House has got two alternatives, (1) either to 
send the case to the Committee on Privileges or 
(2) send it back to the same Committee to try the whole issue 
as a Special Committee on Privileges but only for that parti- 
cular breach of privilege. In this connection I may be allow- 
ed to read paragraph 4 on page 146 of May's Parhamentary 
practice : 

" According to present usage in the Commons, however, 
reports from Select Committees^ ^ — these particular words 
should be considered very carefully — " when presented are 
ordered as of course to lie upon the table. Thereafter 
procedure upon such reports is the same as that upon 
reports from the Committee of Privileges (see p. 136)". — the 
page which I had read out. 

" Any member may bring a ^report of this description 
before the House, but it is usual to leave this duty to the 
Chairman of the Committee. 

Upon consideration of the report, the parties implicated 
may be Ordered to attend the House, or the report may be 
referred to the consideration of a select Committee, or referred 
back to the conmiittee with an instruction to inquire into the 
circumstances of the case.'' 

This is not a committee on privileges ; it is a Committee 
from where the report has originated and before whom the 
breach of privilege has occurr^. The Committee otx Privi- 
l^^ is coi^tituted for the whole term of the ses^oa aiwi it 
m entitled to hear all the facts, etc. and subiBit a report to 
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the House in respect of all cases of breach of privilege which 
occur either before the House or before the Committee on 
Privileges or any other Committee. The Committee re- 
ferred to above at page 146 of May's Parliamentary Practice 
is a particular Committee and a particular procedure is laid 
down. Let the hon. Members go through the whole of May^s 
Parliamentary Practice or even the journals of House of Lords ; 
they will not jftnd a single case where the Gomimittee on 
Privileges had submitted a report and a motion of substan- 
tive nature was passed by the House that the same be sent 
back to the Conmiittee on Privileges with certain in- 
structions or directions from the House. A definite distinc- 
tion has got to be made between a Committee on Privileges 
and Select Committee. We are missing the difference 
between these two Committees ; and that is why the whole 
confusion has arisen. 

As X stated just now, the Committee on Privileges is 
specially constituted for the whole term of the session and 
any case which relates to a breach of privilege is chosen to 
be referred by the House to the Committee on Privileges and 
it is for this Committee to enquire into the matter from all 
points of view and not from a particular point of view. This 
Committee considers the pros and cons of a particular allega- 
tion and then submits a report. When the report is submitted 
by the Committee on Privileges, the procedure laid down at 
page 136 of May^s Parliamentary Practice is applied in respect 
of all such cases. There are other cases in which an allegation 
is made that a particular hon. Member or a stranger has com- 
mitted a breach of Privilege either in the view of a Select 
Committee or without the Select Committee, but which 
amounts to a breach of privilege. It is only in cas^ 
where such a Committee submits a report for the 
eoixsideration of the House that this particular procedure 
laid down at page 146 ot May^s Parliamentary Practice h^s to 
be followed and in such cases there are only two or three 
aitenjuatives, because that Committee which wants to take 
cognizance and punish the offender is not a Committee cons- 
tituted for enquiring into the breach of privilege ; there is 
a Standing Committee alreajiy for that purpose. The 
House has got only two alternatives (1) either to send 
back the case to that Coramittee confep-ing on it 
powers which are enjoyed by the Committee ofi. Privil^es 
mid ask tlie particular Sekel; OOTHnittee to ^aqiiire iaie tlm 
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matter-because the House is a Supreme Body and can confer 
such powers on a particular Select Committee — and go into 
the circumstances of the case or (2) refer it to the Committee 
on Privileges, It is only in the former case that the question of 
a re-committal arises and in no other instance does it arise. 

Another point which I like to deal is that a reference was 
made to the Maifs Parliamentary Practice and 
it was suggested that these were old testaments and that w^e 

* should follow new testaments, I fail to grasp the point inasmuch 
as no new testament was brought before the House. Article 
194 (3) of the Constitution lays down very clearly that the 

.powers, privileges and immunities of the hon. Members shall 
be the same as those of the House of Commons until a speci- 
fic enactment is legislated in this regard by the Legislature ; 
and there is no enactment at the moment on the question 
of the privileges either collectively of the House or indivi- 
dually of an hon. Member, I shall here read out Art. 194 of 
the Constitution : — -* 

** (1) Subject to the provisions of this Constitution and 
to the rules and standing orders regulating the procedure of 
the Legislature, there shall be freedom of speech in the Legis- 
lature of every State. 

(2) No member of the Legislature of a State shall be 
liable to any proceedings in any Court in respect of anything 
said or any vote given by him in the Lagislature or any com- 
mittee thereof, and no person shall be so liable in respect of 
tiie publication by or under the authority of a House of such 
a Legislature of any report, paper, votes or proceedings. 

(3) In other respects, the powers, privileges and immimi- 
ties of a House of the IfCgislature of a State, and of the Members 
and the Conamittee of a House of such legislature, shall be 
such as may from time to time be defined by the Legislature 
by law, and xmtil so defined, shall be those of the Houjse ^ 
Conmions " 

It has been very clearly mentioned in the above Ari^Je 
that as long as that particular law relating to the powcars, 
privileges and hnmxmities of the House (or of a Meiidber) 
does not come into existence, we are obliged to foBb^ tba 
conventions and practices oi ti^ House of CommoiiSL M m 
no% anyb«5Kiy*s 4iseretion either to accept it or ye|B^ It* W# 
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have to definitely know as to what those practices and con- 
ventions are. 

As I have presently pointed out to you, Sir, the procedure 
mentioned at page 146 of the May's Parliamentary Practice 
is only with regard to the report of a Conaimittee, which is 
not the Committee on Privileges, and under that procedure 
there can be a recommittal to the same Committee with 
certain definite instructions. As far as the report of the Com- 
mittee of Privileges is concerned, it is taken as final and 
the only thing which can be considered is with regard to the 
punishment to be given to the offender, because the Legislature, 
as a SupremeBody can determine thenature of the punishment. 
As far as the nature of the breach of privilege is concerned, 
the report of the Committee on Privileges is usually taken 
and-the procedure mentioned at page 186 of May^s Parliamentary 
Practice is followed. I would ask the hon. Members whether 
they can show one instance in the whole history of the exis- 
tence for hundreds of years of the Hous^ of Conomons where 
while under discussion of the House the matter was recom- 
mitted to the Conamitteeon Privileges. In the light of these 
arguments I respectfully submit to you, Sir, that this amend- 
ment should not be allowed because it amounts to laying 
down a very imhealthy convention in India, 

Shri M, S. Bajalingam : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I want to know 
whether the mover of the amendment is bringing it into to or is 
he deleting the last two lines "and to examine firom the point 
of view of 'an indignity offered to all members in general* " ? 

Mr. Speaker : The hon. Member may read out the amend- 
ment afterwards. 



• 



Shri M. S. BayaUngam : Shall we take it for granted that 
this amendment is moved with the omitting of the last two lines ? 

Shri K. Venhatarama Rao : The amendment has not been 
moved^ 

Shri M. S. Bajalingam : If the mover proposes^to move the 
amendment deleting the last two lines, that wouFd not be in 
Cnfor with the rule 226 of the Hyderabad Assembly Rules, 
which r^ : ^ 
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*'ProTided that aa ameadment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 



If the last two lines are taken away, naturally there will be 
no specific matter to be reconsidered, and the motion after 
deleting these last two lines will read as:*' It is the opinion of 
' the Assembly that the report of the Committee on IPri^dleges 
on the ''Bhujang Reddy's Case" be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee for further investigation", while the proviso above-men- 
tioned stipulates that there should be a particular matter for 
tecommittaL Even if he specifies that point, it would amount 
to asking the Committee to reconsider the matter from a parti- 
cular point of view. So in both the cases, whether he deletes 
the last two lines or moves it with those lines, it cannot be 
allowed. 







( With reference to any particular matter ) ^ j^ji 

" Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 

question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter." 

Shri V, B. Baju : Mr. Speaker, Sir, on a point of order, 
can an hon. Member* speak for a second time on the same 
point ? 

Shri F. B. Deshpande : On the second point, I am speak- 
ing for the first time. 

P-II— 3 - 
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"Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in rule 225 
in such form as may be considered appropriate by the Spea- 
ker '* 



■ • • • 



"As soon as may be, after the report has been presented 
the Chairman or any member of the Committee shall move 
that the report be taken into consideration/' 

"Provided that an amendm t maybe moved that the 
question be recommitted to the >mmittee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter/* 

ui^ T T n vJjj jj^ -=^ V j^^:Sfij) ^^ gUJ -^J J> ^*U ^/i^ ^>^ u^^^' ^^^^ 
L>y-**. W^ J^j-* S' j?.:l5j.3^! *JT j^,jx ^U^^ (^ ^ <£. iL.>^ oi^ ^y^ 

( Specij&C ) *-xL**;j5^l ^bl^Jl J <j^ Aj i_ j^^^ ^J{ i^T*3^ 

A* ^^^ JitjJ ^>.j 413 ^ji ^. J5LU ( p^j. reconsideration ) 
- -^ii^ ^5" c^ ( With reference to any particular matter ) 

- iccf <d^ ''^^^ ^-^ *^ jrts;-;! -obcu » ^47 o!;?':^! V^yy o-^^ j^?"^ c^l^j;^ 
^ *i-^-i^l 0-* -^-*.»i> ^*l ^ ( Dignity ) ur^i J u^i^ ^^jS-^ 
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Mr. Speaker : Is it necessary to discuss further ? 

( Procedural law ) ^ ^j^^jJ )j ' ( Substantive Law ) 
'i;UJ£.(rmr) J^iT-^Lr( Enact )i^l1 i^^C^l j5C.- 

*In other respects, the powers, privileges and immunities 
of a House of the Legislature of a State, and of the members 
and the committees of a House of such Legislature, shall be 
such as may from time to time be defined by the Legislature 
by law, and, until so defined, shall be those of the House of 
Commons of the Parliament of the United Kingdom • • • •* 

* Subject to the provisions of this Coi^titution and to'the rules 
and standing orders r^ulating the procedure of the Legisla- 
ture • • • •' 



#« 
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Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote, Chairman, of the Committee on 
Privileges to move motioas for consideration of the Reports 
of the committee on privileges on the following cases 



« * • 



^1^;^! U>i I'cL. <JVr '^^J^ (J^ ^J j^ f^ ^^,;JiSj;S^iS^ ^ Af b^^ 

Subject to the provisions of these rules, a member may, 
with the consent of the Speaker, raise a question involving a 
breach of privilege either of a member, or of the Assembly or 
of a Committee thereof. 

provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
mnitation or with reference to any particular matter. 

It- 

So, the question may be recommitted to the Committee 
either without limitation or with reference to any particular 
matter. 

tl^ ii_V ce "i^ji-^- as.^^ iTUj* ^.9>~» ay tft* c%^^ tSj-y >» v' 

- it-ji utf^ '^J ^( Move ) JJ- *^ tS^T i_ Uj^;! «y u-l -<*-i4l^ 

Jfr. Speaker : Shri Ajaanth Rama Rao will now te&d titie 
HCfieiidn^nt as proposed by him. 
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'JJ 
I 






-yi* ^V v-'uif- I ? 




/c ix T; iT .^ ^ rTr ' r' ^-•^ "^^^^ ^"^- - -^ our 
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-o:^^ (^* '>*" '^^'j Jj^^i' A5"bC*U tf^o^^ 4.J ^1 'b t5'<-*!5'ckl .-wjj,..*^ ^ ^ 

LTj^- ^> Ali**^ c^t ;^ en. ^>* -^^^ <i^r!5'^ *-^' - ^^^fsMiv^ J^'^j^ iL. 
^v: tJ^^^ >^*^ i^^< -^i '^^^3 /I ^^ o^^ -^^ - ^K^Kj^^\ ^^^\:^ ^J^" 

^i^ jl/ Uif^ g:^^^J ^^ gi-^ <C^"* <i>** ^ '•^?' "^J^ Uy ^^ f ¥'(^0^1^ 
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i^*> jv^ i^C-l ^ v^ - JT oy J-vc jUj 451-1 Axi il6-5 j^ - ^^j, b^ j^' jj* 

>ruU 4!l_;ir» ^**-^"ii ^^-^^ ilc/>-»' ^ C>^ -il-b 'cH\^ <l^j^l iL 

u!u ^ ^j cr J tfu c^ uLj ^J ^l^T l^rk^ o>^l Du.j^j Jt^ 
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^UU Ip^fjlMl _^;^bi j-O^-?'^^ i-^i-* (J^-'^ ^J^ J^ >^0W (^i*^ crjl£, 

-^iji il o^ ^"^ ^J^^ * J '^^'^ -^^^-^ - *^^^^ (Ample opportunity ) 

iT^^ tri-A^ ( Allegation. ) Cr^*^^ -^ ^^ ^^- c^^ - <^^ ^^ 

1/** Molestation of any member while attending the 
A5sen}.bij or ^hen coming to or going from it- 

2, Molestation of any member of the Assembly on accomit 
of his conduct in the House, 

8. Reflections made on the members on account of their 
condu<;t a,s Membei^, 
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. ju&bt U l*t^ -M^ cXil 4JU J.J ^y>£^ J-^^^J^ I ^*^4iC^ *-^^ ^ ^^ '^^ .ltj^' j^f- 

♦ . ^r [S' j'dij ^£_ o^jj^ s ^^ 

Mr. Speaker : How is this matter relevant here ? 

.uy. b.u Ubcy '^ui^ 2^jS^ ( Maintain 

) 

^X* « ^<^;j^-^^ ^^rir'-^'-^j-^* Lr^:£.J^ Vt/^ J^ ^J- trj* Jy lt^ *-^^ v' J^:^ 

* « 

f ^£^-?i '^jj^^^ c^l>.j;> ^c^jrM - ^>jj"il j^r*-s»T '( Prestige ) 

S W^ iSr^ k Jj>^{ Insult ) ^^*' ^-^ j5 1 « ii^U cS'o^j^ (5" J^T) 

J:-*r-d"uj-*l^yj-jl j^ ^1 ^» uy ^ u-l - ^^^ j)]3^ Cr^^'J ^tr' 
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<^G5eos^A -c5x»31;o-!; ?^^^ ^'C^^z'TP ^:5^^^o^'a'-^% V(^. ^<i:^;6oo-^ a¥c6^Z' isisr 

-fit - 

^gbj .s5or' s::5 ol "^o^r^cS iSi-^'^oo^'S €i!i;5*s''^(^oo ssSca:clcdi^', 77^.5 e^ e<ST''i^Si 

4;3\^a5r\;^o. e;Ceo ^ 0^23^^ ^ X^l)~o5^\g' tfo sCj-SzscSd ecoOi^ d^^;5 "^c^Soo ^;5v4oo 
iSC)©^ ^"4 ^<S'r°'^c5oo q"^ .!^55c^j-^AOxSDS^od^<ioo^ — sjto^o^ €=)a:d ^ ip^doo, 
ior*cJ5oa^,o i ;^si^^OcS<;5;53CS) " ^3x:<5Soc ^o4^ €:so^-3o-t5o<3, €£ .S^cX^o €5ajd5^o e^S^ 

'^5 «aAS J>^ •x5Gn»l)o-t5i^€)?5o ? "^ ^£f^ij6 ^2:^^ jj3^de>;3b ^<So e^^T^el ? 0^0 
^T'.S " t^S^S^o bo5oo^3^c5J3 ? €5ai<:5^^ os^t^oo, ts^^S"^ J5cr'eoj eSaST'dci Si^^J^o*? 

sj"^ )\^t5o <^oe^i:iO Ss' ;oirq*^^g^do 55-SN;;5si2do ^iS» ^odTT'^ ^cx5oi5a7r (Clear) 
«oi»;5jyl::0j>r' ^^<^. ;^oft9^i;>a-» 'TT'tlo^ ■ilT^d(^<5 ;0^©iS3oode5 lido ^sSxi ^;6^& 



00 
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-^j^ ( Pre- judiciary )<$j^J^t'^j^ ^j-- i- Crs-z^ ^i-^ ^r - <£.^-i: '^ 

*' It is a gross breach of pri\^[lege of an lion. Jlember of 
this House in particular ; and an indignity offered to all Mem- 
bers in general ". 

'' On the basis of the findings given above the committee 
is of the unanimous opinion that there is no case for any 
breach of pri^dlege either of the House in general or any mem- 
• ber in particular." 

^^ jj^ ^-^^^ ^<^^^ ^^ 7.i ( Merit ) ^-^ -^-^ -^-a. ii?j j^-^ ^^.^ 

^f^V >^to' j^A S ^-^ v5jUf.y £1 jjTj *jCi c^^t.^ 4.^ ^ ^u Uju ^^J^ 

.4-* '^^^ J-' - *^^ ( Dignity )(J^^^ jJ ji^^«^ J^' i^u-^" -^^^V 

^ H i-.>* tA.« u:--l>Lj:i ^ ^C^ - 2*"^ ^^^^ X, 0*^^ J^trl -*i"<*. 

il (T t - V^ U U^^ ^U. ( Written Statement ) ^^ ^i^' uh 
( MX.A's )3^< Ja' fJ 3^ -^-S^^^V fj^ ^^j^j cr^ - JW <^^V^ ^ 
^ *^jj^, ji of- ^^ X ^-r *^^ "-^t c-s uy ^' if-^ - *^^^ *^W ti^ W' -i- 

- ijP y 4js^ ^j ti*»u ju*twi AJj & j'*'^*-^-**** I w^ - u^"^ ^ y^^ J?uii ^tmoI ^x**^ 

y, ^.> jsy Jl /^ ^i S 61 

Mr» Speaker: No such criticism is allowed* ^he tej^oact 
is a uiiammoi;is report and no question of ' party * arises^ 
Swch eritidismsEould not be wi&di^p 
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^ trl^ (i^ur^j^J^/?^ j4 -^f===^* (/*?-Jj'*^^-^^( Argumentation) 

Jrf^fil j-jU trl k I*-. oUT^^l ^J^i ^( Bureaucracy ) 

* Syi 4v»A t^l ^u^^t ^J^^ ^' «:V**^' 5i'o>l[5 ^L^^^z^^ ^^(^y'r^ 
*^ S Cx*-^ 02r* -P 1 - ^T **^*^ L^ t j^ Q^ ^^ v'jf- ^J ^' i^' -A*^ 



« 1 
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ju i^pl - ^'^ L^f ^i^ ti^^ - i-'i'*^ ^i^ 2r^*^ -''^^^ J^-?^^ **^-:a. Cr^ ^y 

is^j^^^s^^jS 1 cr'^- ( I am sorry ) - t^'^\J^:> tS^ *iSj (£^ 
Li. "^f^V" ^"^^ ^3J^^^{ Iiivestigatioix ) crSi^y^ ^ 

u5S oij-«t oUU jjl ^^^ OJ>U Jl*| t^i ^ ^^:JU ^ J^ ^^J^ (r" ^ 

2-_U l^^ -*^^^';>^s*sAr-»jj'(S>( And for X'nrosdgsAiony^ur^^^J^^ 
^^hCf^^^k^i:>^^^.~^^^^o^^y^-^i. Uphold > 
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oy ^yj '^jU dj:)^^ ^1 - cji*> '^j^i J-i^^i ^^^^eJH 0>*»ijrujJ3;> 6! ^l 

jii 4^ ^4. f^^L* «*j^ *iy^ y ii>to L^.- ^*^ f.tjji J>^^oUu ^ oj.*^ ijT'ii^ ij> 

^«:i (Mover) Jt^-^ii^*^'^-^^' -o^P^jj^ J^^^f^s^io^^b jj' ^^/Oj^-^1 

Tke House thea adjourned for recess till Five; Minutes past 
Five of Uie Clock* 



Business of the House. Uth Sept., 1953. 1U3 

The House reassembled after recess at Five Minutes past 
Five of the Clock. 

[Mr. Speaker in the Chair] 

Business of the House 

Mr. Speaker : As hon. Members are aware, nomination 
papers for the election of one member to the Osmania Univer- 
sity Senate had been called for, and today had been fixed as 
the last date for filing nomination papers/ So far, I have re- 
ceived three nominations, viz : — 

(i) Shri Jagannath Rao Chanderkhi. 
(ii) Shri Shamrao Bikaji Jadhav and 
(iii) Shri Ankush Rao Ghare. 

If any of the three hon . Jlembers desires to withdraw 
his Candidature he may do so by 12 noon tomorrow. I shall 
announce the withdrawals of Candidature tomorrow before the 
election takes place. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges 
Committee on the Bhujanga Reddy Case- 

^sm^^q"^^! ^^^^^^'^^^^^^ri^'^^^T^^ ^ ^^t5y^cR5 3rn2f- 

sfffftr^ t* f^sfT^ ^fff^^mcT ^r^TiH ftjzn"^^PT,3Tr ff^^^filfqiwt fa^fet 

% fa^t^ % ^grnr r^H^nm ft, ^ ^r^ m# fro" ^smr f¥ ^rap ^ ^ 4rw^Ktd gifen 

^!3tir^ft?M^^^5n^crtq^M^t^^ft^^5^ 

to! ^^^=5fir ( ^f^airty question ) ^ 1 1 P^ ^ fk^i^ 'fte ir fii%fi?»i% 
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(Cross-examination ) ^ ^ ^ft^ ;;f|f ferr wr i ^m% frftf ^> ^ fsfr f 
^^2r| r^><=ii wi t{%#5Pq773im4rridi ciH Pio^H 45K^»Rrsi«t'^ift'i'^.H( Ample op- 
portunity was given for cross-examination) ^ ^*<^dif f% ^f^ ^ft?fte 

t ^^ Hf r ^ OT^^ 51^ ^ t ' ^ ^5#a^:fiT ^ fern fsnr 'ii^ # 
^ Mtf STJR ^^ sr??^ 'Pre^ I ^ ^ #^ 3jcHim»Hi?M ( Explanation ) 

^Ti 1^^ f^ ^fT^ ^ ^=ft^ f^ ^sn^ ^^ 

1%^ t ^ ^ ^[^ # 5Tf ^^ f^ 1^ ^ ^iWr ^ fiiw, ^ wcT 5F|r qm t^ #' 

Shri K. L» Narasimha Rao rose— 

.Mr. Speaker : Is it necessary to have any more speeches ? 
I think we have dii^cussed the problem snfiicieiitly. 
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^&c^Z <^;^o" e9,S e)c^;3;^do, ^;;Sr«^;;S) (iSsSg^k^j^;^ 5S?ijS3j;^, a^^ sSs^tj^cJo 

tSsotS; "sSSo s5o*iHO&:iSg£*o ^^ a^g* e^. p5§*. &>. 6o"fo ^s5^Ca) es^Sda-" p5a s^iT. hm "^j ;Sr^ 
^5o, o3©". fa. e> S!!;r>c$ *^3ocS, fa^ o5"^^ t3<5;<;e5«5 ^o5\do 23 0AOO. ^ o)o. o5o^. fa, &>d 

tSu^tiQ ^i<krc$^Q^^ ^^i^ ^L^"^ %5:Ao«r* a5j'C^gbo£S' sSd;S 'W^l^iSj^tf/ks^^ WiSa 
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^ ^^ o^l^^ ^Cj ^ ^J/"uiV '-^ 4?^t^il ( Decision ) 

jU-^-l ^ Lf Lr( Deal ) Ji^ J^-' z/" ^^ ^3^ -^ ^f UTo^.^ 

^^ W -£1 uj-^ ^>> o^^ jj' oW ^ ^j^ 'sSji J^i ^iXij^Ax^ uU ir <-*i^U Lu 






Ulc*:;-! ^t- 4-.J::* !5 '*-^4- ^ ^ 0>t^' <«£- c5^ il i^UJl^ J^:*^ ^^^Cl ,^4! J^ 






,o>l^ U ^^^ oU £]^ 







^ ViCU L5"^j^^j^^i u U <S^/^ *-^' <-*;¥» t;^ ^^ W^^ ^ -'^^ 



^Consideration of the Report iuh Sept., 1953. 107 

of the Privileges Commitke 
on the Bkujanga Beddy 
Case 




m 

^u \.f^Aj} 2}£^ ^>^ ^^ ^KS^^^^ty^ji ij^ >r4.u^ j-1 aT ^ JT ^>: 
( Liberally ) J^-^ ^ ^J <5^> JJ^ <^j>*--^ ^i ^ *»^*^ ^j^ W^J^- *-i 

« b j^ 

Justice shoiald not only be doae, but it must appear to 
have been done. 

Jj> ^^hj (^ ^»-M^ <il^j*«^^ ^ 1 A li" uLj ^45l i^ c^ i^ ^ -t^ ^^ii 

oU>.j «>i>3 jji ^u b> Jb4 ^u^ ^j^ft. ^1 1^^ 2? Ili./'iJWi 
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H-^- 



( View )-Mi i^G^ ^' Jj^^J^^j uyr ^^y^* ^^^ ^o^)\ XLc^-^^ctI jjI bw 

- ^ S^dSL, J^^ X gi^J-U) ^.' *J -*^^ ^^^^ ^^^ j*^>^' >5 o^^ ^i I - u^ ov^ 

{ Complainaut ) ^'^^s^^V- '-S^t - us* Jj.* oUjI^ ^3 J ^^ jjj ^, 

-SJ^t^ 6b^ I j.f'ujrjJ uS iL. f».«* ^ *^ j^^^l j^ (t^ S" f ij^ - ^i* ^1 U *>^Uj ^ . 
jj ^.l^]A£ ^^ijS^ji «CL^ J>j*^^ Jlj«:i-t iS^ (jj5^ ^j| d^ ^^ U^ ^^ J^ 

-^( Notions } ^y-^y H f Ip 45"l:;SC«jr ^j^^* jc^L^J -^ uy £1 iuj«» 

» 
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( Preliminery point) ^ ^. ^-?^^^>^ ,j^^^ '^"j^ ^ > ^^l^ij^jt ^_\^ ^^^c^ 

Contempt ) ^jj^*-*'!* ^^^^L^ ^^ u^^JJ Jji^ oy oj-^jJ^ ^I - ^ 
^^iuToyj^ ui - ^ '^^jk k J.--f uiTi^^ixT^ft. kij <;S- ( of court 
k±^ j^^jj\ je- ,J} 11 ^P *^> 2^ 1^1 - -=*- c^ Jy a>0) j^ .t^-^^ p:^ 

^O'. *^-i ^-r ^j^ a^ - -^^^> ^:^ ^ X ^V^^ Jc-^" ojl^:> ^42. ^1 *b 
^J X. o'ujU J^* ^ ^1 J,, j(^^ ojU S ^rj^Jl ^^^ ^^^^ -^UjA i^ 

^-.|^U ^*^ £^ c.^^gs^J'i^ - ^^J-^ cpi-r ( Notion ) u4>* 2r^=^ -^ 

<s^-^ ^> ji Vt/> ^'"' oy ^^ ^ cJT j jU c^ ii^jA ( Semi-powers ) 

'^}M} S <3I j\ ^^ W ^^i^^ Ul - *^ tj.8^ A^flui ^i ^1 jjl (jvft 2-^ J^b oUlj 

«d^ I^Sj _^j kj^ I j.S^ w*»-W» ^?^*s?*»l v^ J^ "^j^ <^ t-?y u^ ^i*Ju-» ^1 4^U». 

£i^-w^ jj' - <i-v c? -^w^ 4^»^ is^^i* ^iT-A***^ (i Wj^ jj'i/^j "^ dyjk 

( Uniform procedure ) j?^jj^ fJ^'M ^ ' £J^0^^ j^ ^*^1 






0>& 
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jl^^ .::*4 il () <j rr-) J^^i-j i - ^r ^j^ ^j^-^^ J>^*'j^ ilu*' ^^ <^jU - Oj.:^ 

J-.^^^*'^ a^\^ - t^^ ^^j^{ Follow )>'^ <^^ >^^' U1-* oLaa, 

^^ £1 (mo-) JvjT ^5» L^ ( Major issues )j>^' j-f^^r* (f^ - u>fe 

u^» :^^^^j Jy^ ^j^r--^;^ ^ ' *j j-A (T^ t^j-* u^J if Uij^l j>^ o-t ^ CJ>* 

U^S^j :k A^ oH^ ^ ^ U ( Evidence )b**^*^2i^' ^ *i^^^ k- Js«^ 

J^U. oaI^ ;5^^a?«»* ^-^3*^^ v^?*''^ k-^i.«i;u oJl*Xe jVf ^bo 5lai ^^^ « <£«L5oQ^ 

i* ^^ jj^ - ^>'^ lAs^ ^^^'W £. ^y^'i^jV ^^ (i**^- y" ^ <^^' o^^' 



«• . 
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^^! . ^u^ o,^ ^yi '^ Oy:\ ^r ^^ .( Eye-witness ) 5^3 J f -j^ 

( Scrutiny ) l^j/--' vS* o^ ^^ Uj V y ^fu^,, (i^^g^^j-i^i >-f -»^ 
^v-^w> (Discrimination ) 6-^- ^^^ ^ oi^ cri Uj.'i5 « k.Uj> ^.i o^j ^oL; 

jh-i^. ^^^ ( Equality i)efore law and equal protection of law ) 

(Judicious) if^^^J^ ^Ji^ h\^ *^-^ iS" JjU^^o' ^To^uUpy ^^S^^ 
d.;uurt^^* j-T 4.C^^^ ( Sentimental )J---5i^> 

^^ - 2^ V- ^J^ ^( Clean hands )ir^ o^ £3-?;' bt^ -^ ^V ^^ ^ 
/ 1 jjl . tjT i^ ^ ( Misinterpret ) ^-?i^*' tr* ^' ^^'^ uy uy ^ 
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Skri V. D. Deshpande : Mr, Speaker, Sir, is it the conven- 
tion that members are not allowed to see the proceedings of the 
privileges Committee ? The member concerned wanted to see 
the proceedings and he was informed that the proceedings 
cannot be shown without the permission of the Chairman, I 
want to know what is the position ? 

^^^^ *^^ "^ ^'^ ^'-^ '^j^ ->^ ^ <£?^- ^-^^ r^ j-^^-^yy ^tw ^1 

- ^^p oir ui^ ^j i ^Lr^jL^^ '^jir' ^fc j.r^ ^.j :i\rj ^,^ cjj^ ^ ^s 

^f 2} ^ v*^ ^^ uv' '^■^"q^r ^i jv^' - ^h^ iL- Oj^l v ije- -^ -, o^^ 
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! 



- ^^^j^j^'"^ *^-?^*j ^*^ r^^ cr'j jj^ ^ jj' ^^j j^^ J', '^j'^j^ ^j^ «j ^-a. 

^L^4^ Ax^ ^J - a^«* 2-,/'( Agree ) ^f"^ ^"^jJiJ tr' ^^ ^ 

_. 'i^-a.ii! o^^ '^■i uy ^^ ci^l ii- (>r; jjr^ ^^il 3e c?/-j^ 

"On the basis of the findings given- above the Commit- 
tee is of the unanimous opinion that there is no cHse for any 
breach of privilege either of the house in generator any member 
in particular." . 

^J^y U^^ Uol /'I J.^^ ^oM^ - ^^^ a^ c.lt feUJl o^'tjli^l Jil5 ^ j^ 

-^ Appreciation of evidence ) tr'-^^j^' ^-^^^Lr^-tr^^j^l 63 ^l/'okl a^* ^ 
aj-aJ^UT^J^ -u il^Jl*^lj^( Touch stone )oj^' ^ u^'ot^^tW i^ 






*» *i^ 



Haviiig arrived at this coiKdiusion with r^ard -fo-^he 
gimt point it becomes unnecessarsr to take Into^acom^t^tjie 
second pomt. But as the second point also attracted a lengthy 
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discussion at the Committee meetings, the committee deemed it 
desirable to include this point ako in its report although it 
may be said to be purely academic on the acceptance of the 
report on the first point* The second point which the commit- 
tee considered was whether the language alleged to have been 
used by the Sub-Inspector against Shri Muthayya amounts to 
a breach of privilege ? In order to arrive at a correct conclu- 
sion on this question it is imperative in this connection to exa- 
mine the privileges of the House or its members .'^ 

-^e-j iT* o^ Ji^ *i- ^i^'^ tfiii. C3-' -^'^^^-^i ^ J>r/' £, t>/j ^:i*5^ ^Oy^ 
*iS' ^>^ -^*^ J^Jj'^ii^' .s2t'^*-.*^<rbj' Uy* ^ <^i - Jit - fTJ uS;^! uy 4^*^^^ 

^; ^' ^j ^^ ^^^ -^'-^ il ^i-^j^ ^ oUj' o^^i -uUj - o^^ ^v^^^^ 
" -^"A.jVil/'(Perpetrate)^^--^<r^*l/il{^V' ^ (Notoriety )g^bj3:i 

^'j-2jiu'^-«'-CPerpetaration. of crimes )ir'^ l/^TijiojCj^j a»jjS ^^jJ-T 

2J3 ii ;j_j^ /-^ ^, uci ^i^A. i^ ^rgjiji^j j^i i/^.u x j;-r 

ui*'^V.EV, ^' ■^ J'J>Xy -^^/l ^ V^J^ (Sensitive ) S^.y-^ Ocf^l 

J;^.jr,i^l jr^k ts^3« .J jj_5A fj* ( Defamation )cr^iir.^i« 
■ jW^ l^o'i'* A^Tyj* ^1 «, yjjfc ^u. -pUlj^ J ofjisi-l >. ^^5 CM* - A. 
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-^1^^ \fS'k^ c/'j J>* ^Cl . I4J bl^^^Ct ^L 

The voice of a particular member will not be heard by any- 
ordinary man if it is going to be bawled out on the streets, 

"aC^/i - lj> U/^( With draw ) b-^ 40 j^cr* U^c^* -^j^c^gcMj?^^ ^Tga^^-a. 
^^jl^ ^TjA ( Scandalous ) o*^*^'^"' ^^ b ja ^jj^ oi;.l»i4<jy jb;^ 

jJ ^vjiiJb^ >**' O^ a5^Kij^-5a^ >au uIajI j3*-» ^^JA <i— ^ ^ <Ji-* O^yva^ ^ 

^**^\j^^^^jle«^^j''^^\S*gr-jiilvT- Strength)'*^-^' 

*i^( Wideroutlook ) "-^ ^-^^ -J*^'^-? *-5Cl ^^ ^^I^^SCJ ^^g:^^^ lj|^ -i5^ 
t^^J^jTu^^^^Xge^iy conventions )^^j^iS'^u:^' *^ojj> 
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Mr. Speaker : Does Shri K. Ananth Eama Rao want his 
amendment to be put to vote ? 

Shri Ananth Rama Rao : Yes. 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 

"It is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the 
Committee on Privileges on "Hie Bhujang Reddy's ease be 
recommitted to the Committee for further investigation/* 

The -Motion was negatived. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move : 

"That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on *The 
Bhujanga Reddy's case, be agreed to." 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 

"That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on /The 
Bhujanga Reddys' case be agreed to." 

The Motion was adopted. 

Mn Speaker : We shall now take up the next' item. 

Shri K D. Deshpande : Sir, I had asked for information 
whether the Members of this House could see the proceedings 
of the Privileges Committee. 

Mr. Speaker : Some rules have been laid down by 
the Privileges Committee. However, now that the Report 
has been accepted by the House, there is no need .... 

^ht% Gopal Mao Ekboie : I am afraid, tiobody approached 
me. It is open to aU members* < 
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Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Commi- 
ttee on *The Sadat Jahan Begum' case. 

Mr. Speaker : Let us now proceed to the next item on 
the Agenda : Consideration of the Report of the Committee 
on privileges on 'The Sadat Jahan Begum case. 

Shri Gopal Boo Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move : 

'*That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on *The 
Sadat Jahan Begum's case be taken into consideration.*' 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved- 

Trove the allegation or withdraw them, impoliteness of 
Konda Laxman and the Speaker's ruling/ 

r 

O^l- crJT^j- j/ktAj ^-*U H ^if^aiP JJ^ - t^-^c^iV*^' OM*:^)^ il^Jte^ 

aT^ ^^ Uos^t ^ t^ ji^ 
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**She k^s expiessed her re^et for this defamatory pubMca- 
tion. She nxade a statement to the same eflpeet before the 
Committee also. In view of the statement and the regret ex- 
pti^Sed by her, the Committee unanimously holds the opinion 
that the said apology should be accepted and no further action, 
therefore, is called for in this case. The Committee, therefore, 
]^ecommends the House to close the case against her also 
aeeordingly." 

( Unanimously)(i-*^'^-^ <^^ ^oy^ ^V ^-^-^j^'-^ ui-» 3tf ^1 

- ioiih A^-^t U^Oi lt'-jJCx^I JL# 

S&n GopoZ Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move : 

"That the Report of the Comnddttee on Privilege*; oa'Hi* 
Sadat Jahan Begum's case be agreed to/' 

Mf- Speaker : The question is : 

*'That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on 'The 
Sadat Jahsm Begum'^ case be agreed to." 



The Motion was adopted. 

Ckia^ld^irdtioli of tlte Report d the I^iivilegei^ OtHntnl-' 
tf3e« dn 'The Ste^ramnlti and otbers ' i^de« 

Mr. Speaker .* tiet us now ptdceed to the next item oii 
the Agetnte ; Considemtion of th^ Report of ttie Comsnittee 
<sa prilrilegss on *'Kie Sreeramulu and otha^s' case. 

I$hri Gopai Bou) Ehk^ : Sir, I beg to mqve : 

"iHiat the Report of the Commiltee on Privileges in the 
tS&^ltXt of SreefafflttAt aftd others be taken into consideration." 
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• of tlie Privileges Committee 
on the Sreeramulu and 
others Case. 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

'Ik 

;* j^^* ty^^jf" ^-^ a*^ -^^ci^^:iiS^ -^ - ^ kJ jj^ c;w J^ X 
^ ^ iJjJL^ i_ U^l J3** u^i jaL jjl jjj} £^ <^JU cJ?j-l ^^ ^jU J ii^ij 

i^>:-=* c^-*^-? c^^>^ J-?' - ^ lT^-^ ^ ^'^ -^^-^ ^ <^b S iTjr^ 6^J^ \j^ SL 

^jU - c^ 2-.Ta:r» ^-^ ii" i^y^jk ^^ g;^-^ .^^ ^J|j«i«il tujl ^l jUu ^ 

j#^ iL- a^l 4j"l^ l^^ c^ -«.UU il CS?^"^ fJ>^J ij^^j^ iL- v^U ;y«»5^*U!il 

^^JL ( Prirate Solicitation ) cr^^j^^j^ ^^*U «J -e-^-^ *^iJ 



'^^v^l 



Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I beg ta move : 



'*Tiiat the report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of '^The Sreeramulu and others*' ease be agreed to by 
ihb House. 

Mr, Speaker : The question is ; 

"Tiiat the report of the Cc^mitfcee of Piivil^fes m %e 
matter of '* The Sreeramulu and others " case be a^gr^ 
to by the House.*' 

JIms saoftion was a^opke^ 
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of the Privileges Committee 

on the Contempt of the 

House Case. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Committee 

on The contempt of the House case. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I beg to move : 

'*That the Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
xxiatter of *'The Contempt of House'' case be taken into con- 
sideration," 

Mr, Speaker : Motion moved. 

J^j^ S ^^A'J'^ J^^ ^ a^, u::*}}'^ Si^^ Cr^jJ^ J^(S^ '^^ 
^ .1/ kC- Ojj!jj^£ J--^/j/c:^i/jjt kTolf, JjijT^i^ ^. J^^^j^ 
144 UjS ( Slogans ) o^J^-'^ t^ o^ J^' ^ UJ^c^zr^ S ^^ ^ 

J^ ^jLj ^f^IjA ^i uy Jt**»' iM J^ ^^ ^J^ f^ -M ^Oil 

£. j^^ - ^ ** •>>*** U/^/tu jfli^ij J3I /!» ^U b*!!/ c^ j,,U il 4>ji>«^ 



*■ * 



Consideration of the Report IMhSept, 1958. 121 

'of^ Privileges Committee 
on the Contempt of the 
House Case. 

^y ^^r*3^ h r^'\ ^j^4y, ^S l^>-^ -^ i^ ^^^^3 <-^' - ^j\ U^^^jdU ^ 
^^} ^j^"^ tTolfc J^ ^-1, uy ^ il u^l^l y* 3^ ^ ^ ^ ^-^ ^>* U^^ (^ 

iJAr^ GopaZ Mao Ekhote : I beg to move : 

That the Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of the "Contempt of House'' case be agreed to by tiie 
House." 

Mr. Speaker : The Question is : 

"That the* Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of the "Contempt of House'' case be agreed to by the 
House." 

The motion was adopted. 

Gonsideratiozi of the Raport of the Gomtnittee on 
PrivUeges on ' The D. G. Hindu case, ' 

Shri Gopal Rao Mkhote : I beg to move : 

That the Report of the Committee on Privileges in the 
matter of "The D. G. Hindu's" case be taken into consider^*- 
tion* 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 
J^ a^ ^ji» S cr^ •^ ^^ -^t) '^ ® ^ ^^ E?^ - n jf- -^ ^S J^ a^ 

^^^j^W ^ ^Jb- IT^ X^^^r^ yr^-v«^ ^ ^ b* £?Im^ *^J^gW ^iT^' 

p-n— 7 
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oUj isUJt H ( Must feel ashamed of ) ^< oT ^! JJ d^ >> 

ui/"bi 4:^3 ov ^^^^ ^J-?' - u-'^ ^^b^ Vj ^^J *j ^^( Contest ) 
H uWj - u:.^: b -a. ^j*^ gs-^^j^ vJT gj^ ^ ^UJI oi -^ ij^ ix^ -^ JU- 

(Must feel ashamed of) '^ ^ i ^^ J=^ ^i— '' ^c^^ -^-^J ^ ^^ j^' 

-u^L^ { Locus Standi )*^ ^^^f ^^ '' ^^' il 

^jr* ^*V^ ^ ^^'* ^^ jfj^^ J^ '<L^ cr^ -^ ^j^ sr-r ^J j^j' -^-^ *j 
( Quote )^>5"^ f^ <jj^ ^' <^^ '^^ cJj ^^jl iL- u^ U j^l Jti^Ty 

"I do not think there is anything like that in his expres- 
sion* This is a matter of which I also feel ashamed'\. . 

Shri Syed Hassan : I beg to move : ^ 

''That the matter be recommitted to the Privilege Com- 
mittee „ ior the, reconsideration and report on ^the specific 
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point whether the words ''ashamed of" used by the hon. 
Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of the dignity 
and status of the Hon'ble Members of this House". 

- OjA. UU b:^ A>^ y^ oJU j5C.f ^j^ if 



5Ari Syed Hassan : " The refusal by the Hon'ble Member 
concerned to withdraw it at the time constituted a Breach 
of Privilege and contempt of House". 

^ * iSAn Gopal Rao Ekbote : I want to say something before 
permission is granted to move this amendment. If his appli- 
cation which was submitted before the House is looked into, 
it will be found that he also alleges that the expression was 
used against an individual member of the House and the 
question which was referred to the committee of privileges was a 
question pertaining to an individual Hon'ble Member of this 
House* I am at a loss to tmderstand how a word or an ex- 
pression or an observation made against an individual mem- 
ber can at the same time simultaneously affect the dignity of 
the whole House. I can undersland certain examples of 
that kind, but in this particular instance the hon. Member 
made a speech and in reply to that speech, the hon. ^Minister 
said that the hon. Member who charged that *' women were 
denuded of their clothes " should not have made such a state- 
inent and ought to f^el ashamed. It was an expression 
which was definitely used against a particular individual 
Member. That question was referred to the Committee of 
Privileges and after considering the matters the Committee came 
to the conclusion that there was no case of breach of privil^e 
of an individual Member. If there is no case f or an individml 
Member, the ^ same thing caimot affect the wohle House. He 
waats that tfie matters shoxdd be re-committed only to find 
but whether it aflfects the dignity of the whole Houy^t 
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Skri V. D. Deshpande : We are going on the merits of the 
amendment. The point is whether the amendment can be 
moved or not technically. I am afraid the hon. Member has 
not dealt with it. 

"That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com- 
mittee for the reconsideration and report on the specific 
point whether the words ' ashamed of ' used by 
the hon. Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of 
the (Hgnity and status of the hon. Members of this House". 

JvT^i*^ «i3 ^ ^f^{ Refer )-^j ^ ( Question ) o?^J^ 

**It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and contempt 
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members. The 
matter may, therefore, be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vileges for investigation and report". 

li^ULr( Reconsider ) j4<^c5j ju j^tr' ^cc^ ^^^^Ik/' 
^Sj^} j^{ Privileges Committee ) is^iT^--^^^ Jt^^^ ci^ 

/V^ ' Uj* Oj^k jUu ^ 61 J3I - ^^ -^Jljcw ^ (n-r ) Jjj (ji*^ ^ ^! jjl 
oi5u*yi^( Raise )iijjijTtJT*i^'i^ ^Uj» Jli c^ ^ ^TaU^^^ 
^^ ^-U JcJjj .r^SJ .^ c^il (no) Jjjil Jc-^l jLii ^ ^aa^J^i* cJcJjj 

-^ U/'cVU i5,^j «-. a*t JJ* -e. U^ ^ >^Oj^> -H ^JWj^ jjl OjjU*.! 
jjl if UTd*^ uy ^jjij j5CI ^- 2^^ Jl«x.l tUJt £1 ^> ^J ^ pw ^, ' 
^5^* £J ^\S \fS^^ X ^ ^b jjl - l/kA jU <^,AJjb, 6 f j5t.l 
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"I do not think there is anything like that in his ex- 
pression, this is a matter of which I also feel ashamed". 

' 4^lk» S^l ^ UTJ^i aL>.^ iL. >^i J^^roi:)U ^1**. I/jV^I iToti-^il 

Rule 43 (1) The matter of every speech must be 
relevant to the motion on which it is inade* 

(2) A member while ^>eakiBg shall not : (t) . * . . 
(ii) make a personal charge against another member; {ni)vme 
offensive or defamatory expressions about the conduct of pro- 
ceedings.* .... 

"The c<5ndtiet of liie Govenuiaetit meiatfeer ia usSng gttish 
i»|»a3;Ii€UQa3enta^ and undigified language with reference to 
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the statement made by a member of the House is a grave 
matter and has necessarily to be seriously noticed." 

ftJ^ k^CT::* ^TA*i ^1 

"The use of such undignified expressions is also not 
consistent with the standard which the House expects from 
hon • Members/* 

i_0^' C^ - l/^J '^J^ J^tr' -=£-•>«> j?=k?i>l ^r ^ji -■j^f.^ju.f^ 

It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and' contempt 
pi the House as a whole and of all the hon.. Members'* 

• A^( Portion )a4)j| J^' K'^'j^j^ J vT-^^ljL» 

"It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and^ contempt 
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members". 

\m A. ^\^ \S\S' ( Refer ; ) -^j ^ ( " Matter )^^a-' : 

„^»^\;^^H^ a^ ^^r^ ^ tj^\i0^ ( Parliamentary )\£j^:^k 

,a^ ( Pri\^eges Committee )xi^^j^^-jk ^^k^^ j^ v' JbjjlS^ 4^ 

:-^ iy^ ( Breach of Privilege ) r^^^^ *->^ g:ij^ -^' (i^^^u^se t;!s^ 

tji>«f -^d ijrtAi ^ ^-^ j^X Unparliamentary ) sJ^yk ul k ^ 
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Rule 213: "Subject to the provisions of these rules, 
a member may, with the consent of the Speaker, raise a 
question involving a breach of privilege either of a member, 
or of the Assembly or of a Committee thereof". 

^it yT V* - W^ i/lT-u^aI If -^i^-*^ (t' ^■:^ H ( Rule ) tijj U-' 




*iSAn F. D. Deshpande : I have to say something about it. 

Rule 34 : (1) An amendment must be relevant 
to and within the scope of the subject matter of the motion 
to which it relates. 

(2) An amendment shall not be moved which has 
merely the effect of a negative vote. 

(3) {a) An amendment to an amendment may be 
moved with the permission of the Speaker. 

(J) When an amendment to an amendment is 
moved, the amendment sought to be amended shall, so long a3 
the amendment by which it is ^ught to be amended is under 
discussion , to be deemed to be the substantive proposition 
before the Assembly . 

(4j) An amendment on a question shall not be incon- 
sistent with a previous decision on the same Question. 

•- '•* • -,„ " 

_ (5) An amendment in the alternative shg^ll not be 
inoved, ^' - " 

(6) An amendment to an amendment to an amendment 
shall not he moved. 

. I , (7)' The Speaker may disallow any amendment which 
its' in his opinion* frivolous. 

(8) (a) Notice of ^very amendment shall be sent to 
the Secreta/y three clear days before the date on which the 
dotion is made. 
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(&) No notice of an amendment to an amendment 
is required/' 

^-1 4«»U. - X^j^ ^ijJLj:5"(^j ^i ^wjl aTL" ^U LTi^c^jjSC-! A5",g:_i 

IF T 1^ ^ 

'That the matter be recommitted to the Privfleges Com- 
mittee for its reconsideration and report". 

ii^^jw. J^yT- B*.d-.j^J^ ^ ^-r^( Reject )^i*^Jj''^trfy-^^ crJ^ 
I am not here to give any advice.- V^o^ ^cjy *-jSw*«| JL^ 

la tlie laeantiw©, the Chief Minister wapts to make 
a statement r^gawliftg tiie cholera epidemic. He'wili no^ do 
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Boo re : the Epidemic of Cholera 
in the State. 

Statement by Shri B. Ramakriskna Rao re : the epidemic of 
Cholera in the State. 

'- B5j/j3^ oy^j^i^2^^ *^j^^ ^^ ^^ ^ a^ Uol -jCu-j JL«' 

J" c^j^ *S^^f\^ -u err* aUI- ^^I jji ^ J^U ^ c:^^! J ^ *j V l/ljUll 
^U JU J jU^i 2^ £1 ^Oj ^(cholera ) »-^ ^^^-^^ j^ .^ ^J- 

^t k^V ^^ *i^^A^^ ^' U!r*^L.;^ty^ «r.<-y» S C^j^^. -J^UjA U^?t:»-# C^JJj^ 
ir*J^ J^^i'^J ^ -*^^uiiyo Jill oU -u *^3* ^-^ iT'O^ ifc^V^*^ J^^T 

fj^ ^^^ -4 C2S. ,^ Oj*» UU Ix^Tj ^U £. u*J^*J-^^'^(^li^o^* 

(under control )Uj,^ji1 ^rs^p ojj' <^ ^jj^^^^l^ HJjm d ^ 
Mti-cholera ) o^^^J^J jjl ^ dj^il ^ -iftU r jLs:^^. . ^ 

^ ( Attacks )u^^^ oj^M 2^t -*> lTT uy Jj,^tj^ ^ cC 
- -s. djj^}^\ ^. 45W Atj j;,>.2m. . iLjA c^ ( Deaths )u**i* 

^v y^( Attach )£^*'oM ji»«Ai^J.«::^,;^Sv^ *^ -t^ (Satisfactory) 

y^ oij Aj «:l 4IU, ^( , ts* ^ u ^rjli^' (Prevenlive ineasures) 

*^' 4i^«*^ ^ cholera vacdae* >4rs-^ ys'jlj* $, t^* 4-t. 
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Rao re : the Epidemic of Cholera 
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£W*^ u53cr f ^ -^- '^-^ J^i^ ^--^^ - ( Methylated Spirit ) 

iXUu^ uUj ^^ ^--iT u^X* Jl JiCi «u^ J> J* ( Despatch ) 

jLju js:;jJu - i^ viju uy ^jk il ^W't*- ^joii il j^iTjitu jTi^ji^i 
( Available Train ) t>^* C^^ ok^' J*;^^ t^ J'cs^^.^ ^ o^b^ ^ o^ 

^Ui:J! a^. >ij J,^ ^1 ^4J i^ ui "^f -^^j^ ^"^ ^^ jj^ cS^j J^^syi 

( Disinfection ) Cr^*^ ^^ il *-^-^ ^>^-^^ J->^ ( Inoculation work ) 
-lu ^^^!^ oUj uTl^l ^ct--^ *^fe"" J:* «£-: ^J* cr^ CrV *i^>-il oy 

- *S« cr,-* Ji-.*^ ( Epidemic ) "^-^^^ oUj 4^"^ Ij> ^.^jU* ^, ,^^\ 
fesnitatylnspeetor \J^^ i^J^ - ^ uM»I d^^j^^^^is^ \f:u 

liM^I J4« ^ if ( Sanitary Condition) cr^^^i^c^^W- J uiU o-t 
JH; •^y «fiij' ^ j> il ^^ £1 Emergency )^r^^^ ir' ^ ^ 

--^ ^ouier aintrci ) ^jJ^)^*^ ( Epidemic ) ^^4*1 v' 0^ 
JCiAi. J ^ ^ fJ^^Jt. ^^ ( Up-to-date ) ^ V v' cSjIe* -<^ 

% i«j» >Mjiy^2^^ ^ ( ^ Attacks ) >'*''' ^^^^^ ^ 
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Rao re : the Epidemic of Cholera 
in the State. 

iri^* ( statistics ) ^^.^^CLiiiL.! ^^^jili^j .i£^^i£j tsjk 

^^ 6^bj c-f*^ ^^-ur ^u .ii^jl^fc aT^ K9y3j^ C5-. -4-j tr' ^^^J^^^ X 

oj^ ( Weekly ^ ^'^^^ o^^^^''^''^- ^\:^ C^^\:^^^i^(Sj^ 
o^ ( Available ) (-^' ck^' cr^<i.^ jf- ( Daily ' ) t>-^ ^- 
I^Ub*:sf3 c5^ ( Wireless message ) g?^***^ tr^-?^**3 - Boi:)^ u^-i 

^j^ ap^j ^ ( Floods ) o*-^ <> W <jy *-^ «j!3^ ^jX«f « uc* ^\J^^ 

«f^ ^ U^J O^ -W ^^ ^^ a^ ^!3^* 4^*^ jjl ^^ >b-. oU^I># ^ y 

o*l ^ :i-,j^ ( t>aily deaths ) u^^ Ja^ ^^ o . -r^. uUj aT^ J* 

ij^j!'^. -wji il <^ oy^b-^ c^jj^ jji -^y ^t^ oUj >rj:rii ij^ ^ o:DU»f 

u:^ *^J3iJ S u^->-* 4it^ ^J - ^ ,J^^ ^^' -^J"^ il^'^ J^u^;- Jjt«* -o^fe 

( Ikiocidatidi;^) a^jf^^ <^ o^i dx^j^ ^^ iSj^ uf^^ *^'^ ^ -*^ b* f J*^ 
if^^^^j^^lf^^i Disinfectioix )cr^^ir^jj^ 



132 Uth SepU 1953 Statement by Shri B. Kamakriskm 

Rao re : the Epidemic of Cholera 
in the State. 

- ^J^ S ( Dispatch ) i:W-- ( Fresh Supply ) ^^V u^> 

j^jsy u»4;»j A^ui*^ 2--.**^ ( Sudden ) ^^ -"^^ ( cholera deaths) 
^-5[) u:^^ JJ^ c;i* JV ^ 2!*J ^l*-*^ ^-^^J ^^ ( Withm 24. hours )^JJ^ 

i^sJ^A u I c^ S^3* ( Initial deaths ) .r^"' JA^i j^ jji -^ u^^ 

c^ irk ixhs^ Jk^y, -^^ Jjl A^^ irb^ f A^' c^. ^ '^^^ ^kb^^ <^ 
M ^ Jl ^o-k ^J^ ( Comparatively )Ui^jW^6^ -^ aS». ^ 
^)Si 0^^ ^)^ oi^ A.ilA* il t/i:s^, Aj^ j^ jt^l ^Ij^ < ^^ aT^ j^,^ ^jk 

AT^ Tr*r » <^. 

rA« An! (*-5o ^or- A- i^)*^^Ii-^ 

^Shri VJ). Deshpande : Mr. Speaker, Sir, We we glad that 
the Chief Minister has made a statem^t before the House 
r^ardixig the eholesra epidemic* I request you. Sir, that th^e 
House be gtvea achanw toexpress its opemonon ike statem^^t* 
I believe that it is afao a i^ooPiKeiiticpi tltat when a itatem^Obt p 
made before the House, when it coii^iders Uietcessajy, the ]Smm 



Staiemeiit by Shri B. Bamakrishna liih Sepi,, 19S3. 133 

Bao re : the Epidemic of Cholera 
in the State. 

can discuss such a statement, I would, therefore, request 
that sometime — an hour or two, whatever time may be 

convenient ^may be fixed for tomorrow to discuss the 

statement of the Chief Minister* In the meanwhile, the 
Chief Minister may be able to get the necessary figures. 
The Government may thus be made aware of the feelings of 
the Members of the House, whether adequate relief has 
been sent to the concerned areas, etc. 

Mr, Speaker: I shall consider the suggestion after I 
receive the figures from the Chief Minister. 

The House then adjourned till Two of the Clock on 
Tuesday, the 15th September, 1953. 
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